there was a significant discussion among scholars about the necessity of this type of legal education. 2 I find this very logical, since law is perfectly suited, or even requires to be taught in a practical way. The legal profession, as one of the helping professions, requires its members to master many professional skills. That is why law students quickly understand that a purely theoretical method of teaching law cannot prepare them properly for their future career in the legal profession and start looking for other sources of practical experience to compensate for that. It is remarkable that students also recognize the educational value of clinics on the area of theoretical knowledge -legal clinics allow them to acquire deeper and practical understanding of theoretical concepts, and most importantly require the students to combine and connect knowledge from different areas of law (i.e. different subjects) to get a full picture of the legal situation of the client. Thus legal clinics also offer a solution to the criticized compartmentalized nature of law studies.
Another important element often lacking in traditional legal education are professional values, again often due to theoretical nature of legal studies. A third factor important for development of legal clinics is the fact that there are many people in need of professional legal aid, who cannot afford to pay for a professional lawyer, despite the fact that states, bars or NGOs make huge efforts to make the situation better. At the same time, raising the awareness of law student to social The factors they identified as main obstacles to development of clinical legal education were the higher demands on methodology and organization within live-client clinics, existence of apprenticeships as a first stage of legal professions, legal obstacles such as non-existent student practice rule, the organization of legal practice and lack of social justice sensitivity at law schools.
Other common obstacles perceived by starting clinicians in Europe are the fact that many law teachers are members of the bar and the bar opposes legal clinics as unfair competition due to potential low quality of advice, and criticizes clinics due to lack of insurance and confidentiality. These documents were undoubtedly strong enough arguments to overcome the resistance of conservative members of law academia and the voices saying that clinical legal education is too cost-inefficient.
However, other obstacles were not so easy to overcome. The newly established wave of law clinics is therefore still lacking with regard to student representation in court or filling the gap in the free legal aid system. It is striking that in many European countries, the social justice element of legal clinics is often neglected and underrated, or even non-existent, due to focus on simulation clinics or diminishing the extent of help provided by clinics to people in need.
The change in overall attitude to legal education can be demonstrated on the influence of legal clinics on the law school curriculum. In Olomouc, there are many members of the faculty who combine teaching of substantive, compulsory subjects, with supervision in legal clinics. This combination allows them best to understand the problems of traditional legal education, especially when compared to legal clinics. This experience leads them to improve their teaching methodology in substantive subjects and slowly changes the overall methodology in the curriculum. 
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Its main focus was the administration of judiciary and especially the functioning of judicial councils in different countries. It is remarkable that they were adopted in many countries in a wave, which was argued to be caused by international pressure but also by attractiveness and fashionableness of judicial councils. Countries that resisted this trend were among others Germany and the Czech Republic. In the presentations at the conference, a research was presented concluding that judicial councils in fact do not increase judicial independence. In several countries, the judicial council had the opposite effect -some of the top officials from within the judiciary used them to control the judiciary as a whole for their own purposes.
I would like to make a parallel between the adoption of judicial councils and growth of clinical legal education in European countries. The basis for this parallel is the fact that the current developments in the area of clinical legal education can probably be also, at least partially, attributed to the fact that clinics are trendy and fashionable these days. And some countries with more conservative approach to legal education, for example Germany, also opposed this trend. The positive contribution of clinical legal education towards the overall outcome of legal education system still has not been proven by a rigorous empirical evidence-based study -it is mostly based on belief of clinical teachers and clinical students.
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So put in simple words -many of us very much like the idea of implementing something, lot of other people say it is great, we ourselves consider it to be great (or maybe we just feel that we should not be the only ones without it), so we do it! I think there are two major lessons to be learnt from this parallel: first, it is important to be sure and to have evidence that clinical legal education really can achieve the goals that are usually attributed to it. Most of the clinical teachers and students are intuitively convinced that legal clinics have these effects. However, latest research shows that intuitive conclusions can be very wrong, especially when there is strong bias. 14 Therefore it is of utter importance to rigorously research the outcomes of The second lesson to be learnt is that when adhering to a widely spread trend and adopting some new features (judicial councils or legal clinics), it is extremely important to do it well, especially if we ourselves are convinced that these new features are really a positive development and want them to spread further. If we do not do it well and fail, we will significantly weaken the reputation of other people doing the same thing somewhere else, because we will be an example that it does not work or even works in opposite direction and that is excellent ammunition for critics However, in my understanding, clinical legal education is not a goal in itself; it is just one of the steps on the road to achieve truly important goals on global scale, most importantly reforming legal education and achieving social justice for everyone. I think that now the focus within clinical legal education will shift from expansion to quality and effectively achieving these goals, (re-)opening questions such as "How can we improve non-clinical legal education by our clinical experience?" and "How can legal clinics have greater social impact?"
